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1. Mr. TRUJILLO (Ecuador) (translated from
Spanish) : The annual session of the General As-
sembly of the United Nations, convened in keeping
with Article 20 of the Charter, satisfies the demo-

cratic aspirations of all its Members, and by pre-

viding an opportunity for a debate which acquaints
the world =jth the problems on whose solution the
majntenance’ of peace d..eggends, it compels States to
follow, or to give the semblance of foliowing, a policy
conforming to the purposes and principles on which
our Organization is based, Opposition by some, de-
fence by others, and criticism from many quarters,
provide the tiecessary materia] for a thorough under-
standing of the present intefnational situation.

2. *From this high rostrum speak the great and the
small, those who have interests and positions which
they are anxious to preserve or to expand both inside
and outside their frontiers, 4nd those of more modest
station who have no ambition but to, live in freedom
and dignity, The"men who speak for their States/are
not all of the same human stature: those ‘who géeak
for a powerful country are mounted on a pedestal
which multiplies their capacity and their influence a
hundredfold: they are like giants, Those who “speak
for the medium or small countries have virtually no
pedestal and are hardly seen or heard, Neverthless,
this rostrum has the virtue, whatever the State rep-
tesented, of amplifying the vibrations of the words
spoken from it so that they spread to the farthest
horizons; when &épeaking from this place, we all feel
ourselves to be equal, and through this wonderful
achievement of the spirit we can chérish the hope that
one day, although there is as yet no positive sign of
it, the ‘States will represent, not arbitrary desires and
forces unchecked by reason, but legal institutions which

)

surrender part of their sovereignty for the sake _o?
order and security, That is the salient and attractive
feature of this world parliament which was born with

the League of Nations at Geneva and which, with

the United Nations, is slowly growing in prestige,
so much so that statesmen keep back their govern-
ments’ most important declarations and tnost decisive .
and far-reaching .statements until they can announce
them from this rostrum and so speak to all five con-
tinents, | s

3. If the General Assembly did nothing' more than

bring togéther many countries to hear and listen’ to

each other, that in itself would be a magnificent achieve-
ment, for in this way the ground is bsoken for the -
sowing of the seeds of tolerance and respect for. c’g%—
ferent forms of civilization, and these seeds may brin
forth much sweeter“fruit than is yielded by the cpld,
hard ground of purely diplomatic relations. This gen-
eral debate, moreover, is some remedy for our need
to make a constani revision in the programme we
imposed upon ourselves at San Francisco, when, des-
perate_ with grief after unspeakable fragedy, we went
so far as to.-sacrifice our equality by accepting the

:veto. This stirvey allows us to-measure the progress

we are making along the difficult path of intérdepend- -
gnce which has replaced the anarchical freedom of
tates.

4. In tke debate mow proceeding, eloquent speeches
have already been delivered describing; in' impressive
detail, the advances made.in the study of the econemic
and social factors which have so Targe an influenss
on the development of pedples; we have been told
how we may, in the light of information collected
after long study, deduce conclusions previously un-
khown to us which we could not have reached ’wi-tﬁ’-
out the combined efforts of men and resources which
far excel any possible effort in isolation, ~ =

5. In the impressive procession of -speakers which
have so far occupied this rostrum, our attention ‘was
drawn to the intelligent and detailed memorandum
of %Iimraqges tead by the representative of Sweden
[379 meeting], calling upon the gnmernment of its
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iréat neighbour to fulfil the obligation of all States

to -submit . any: disputes that may arise between them
o’ an %ﬁé@éﬁéﬁ'ég t%iﬁunal. That neighbouring’ State
would thus prove that its desire for peace, repeatedly
proclaimed at many congresses and in political pro-
grammes, is real and not a mere propaganda trick,

as might be suspected from its obstinate refusal © °

comply with the request of Sweden, a democracy that
might serve as an example to many countries which
pride themselves on greater military, economic and
social rescurces. Like Sweden, other States have voiced
their complaints in eloquent speeches, and many of
them charge the Organization with being ineffective

solutions for the problems brought before it. All the
speakers we have heard so far have analysed from
different points of view the most serious topics en-
gaging the Assembly’s attention, and all of them have
agree
economic problem, to such a point that it is generally
-admitted that the future of mankind depends upon

its timely and adequate solution.

6. My delegation associates itself with those which
have analysed the world sitvation without optimism
but with full confidence in the United Nations as a

“centre for harmonizing the actions” undertaken by-

States to carry out the gigantic task of saving our
generation from the scourge of war and the grip of
poverty, disease and ignorance. It is fully confident
that the Organization will create the conditions that
make individual and collective life worth living. For
this purpose, it is essential that all States should ke
“willing to coimply faithfully with the letter and spirit
of the Charter they signed at San Francisco or ac-
ceded to later, Ecuador has complied with the Charter
-and is prepared to do so without reservations, regard-
Jrss of the sacrifices involved.

7. My country has been sorely tried in the last few
years, and while these ordeals might justify some
scepticism regarding the value of legal principles, they
‘have not succeeded in destroying its strong conviction
‘that sconer or later these oft-violated principles will
triumph and the rule of justice will be re-established,
riot only in the Americas but throughout the world.
If the Powers which are little used to s '}bordi'nating
their ambitions to the rule of law are to accept the
peaceful solutions offered by international organiza-
tion and international justice, we shall need long and
untiring propaganda work to win the support of the
peoples, who will impose their views on their govern-
ments. ’

8. The establishment of international’ courts of jus-

tice, with compulsory jurisdictics; over ali problems
‘without exception, will be the only way of preventing
the misuse of force and the recurrence of injustices
which weaken international understanding and threaten
to destroy the basis of the United Nations,

9, We had special pleasure in listening to the rep-
resentatives of Chile, New Zealand and Argentina;

the first showed with unanswerable logic how the

profound revolution which has taken place throughout
the world must be met with valour and intelligence;
and the others contended that steps must be taken
for the substantial revision of our Charter, since past
experience has shown that this instrument on “which
“the United Nations is based must be improved.

in attaching the utmost importance to the

10. A special committee of juris%s should . be, 3
pointed this year and given time and means enoug
to prepare a suitable draft for circulation to all gov-
‘ernments, Then, after it has heen fully-discussed .in
each country, the committee can receive the considered
suggestions of the parties concerned, After the<vom-
ments  of all the Ministries of Foreign Affairs have
been received, the General Assémbly can place on the
agenda of its tenth session a proposal for the calling
of a General Conference of the Members of the United -
Nations in order to review the Charter, in accordance

- with the provisions of Article 109, paragraph 3, of
- the Charter itself,
because it has not sutceeded in finding satisfactory . ;

11, My delegation considers that the Statute of the
International Court of Justice should also be amended.
It does not wish to specify now in what respects the
Statute might be amended so as to adapt it to new
trends of legal thought and to the development of
regional systems, which merit special consideration;
even at this stage, however, I should like to mention
the need to create a new organic system of, interna-
tional justice which will better reflect the various
forms of legal thought in the world, The great services
already rendered by the International Court of Jus-
tice could be increased if its Statute wefe to empower
it to organize itself into permanent Regional Chambers-
where the most important languages spoken in the
respective regions would be accepted as the working
languages. In the exposition and defence of the law,
the languages of the States which submit legal prob-
lems are of enormous importance, It is equally impor-
tant that our Continent should possess a regional
court of justice, closely connected with the Organi-
zation of American States, but at the same time part
of the Court of The Hague, lest the harmony which
should prevail in the sphere of law be destroyed. These
are simply, ideas whicﬁ can be referred to the special
technical committee which the Assembly should ap-
point this year to study the delicate and complex
problem I have just outlined and to submit a report
showing the need to convene another conference of
Members of the United Nations to amend the Statute
of the Court, by metheds identical with those employed
for reviewing the Charter.

12. 'The two basic instruments of the world Organi-
zation can be amended normally by following the

‘rules laid down in the Charter. But all our work in

this direction can be arrested by the veto. If, by any
misfortune, such a serious and far-reaching event
were to occur, I believe that the democratic world
could not remain indifferent and agree to go on being
subject to the tyranny of the veto, which has been
denounced by most statesmen and by world public
opitiion. We could not allow the progress of the Or-
ganization to be halted or to continue our subservierice
to rules rendered obsolete by irresistible progress. We,
are sure that the States which have the power to
block the evolution of the United Nations by vetoing
any revision will then show themselves truly worthy
of the confidence placed in them by the group of
States which, at San Francisco, vested in them the
anti-democratic right to outweigh with a single vote
the wishes of all the peoples of the world. If such
difficulties should" arise; a suitable procedure would
have to be devised for overcoming the obstacle, once.
all reasonable means had been exhausted of preventing

the loss of legal unity which was a great triumph
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?hieycd by the Charter, and the perpetuation of the
jvision of the world into two hostile camps, one of

‘v'}l:'ich ~would undoubtedly he “subject solely to the

irbitrary rule of the strongest. If this were to happen,
the uneasy peace under which we have suffered. since
the incompatibility of the democratic and communist

States became apparent would last very little longer. -

But ‘we should have to go on without hesitation to
rebuild the United Nations, which cannot be alléwed
fo disappear if order and security are to reign in the

“world. The revised Charter, or, if necessary, the new

Charter, must be in harmony with the new social,
political and economic trends, ;

13. My delegation has specific instructions on th

“subject of the serious and delicate colonial problem,

in particular with relation to Tunis and Morocco,
Ecyador shook off the colonjal yoke after a long and
bloody struggle and, since it had taken the lead in
the struggle in the last century, suffered the direst
consequences ; it therefore has a sacred duty towards
countries which are going through the same process
as it did before it achieved emancipation, which long
fo win-their freedom and have prepared themselves
to fulfil the arduous duties which the exercise of
soyereignty imposes on a modern State. My Govern-
ment and the people of Ecuador ally themselves with
and enthusiastically support all countries which are
struggling to rid themselves of colonial exploitation,
to break the bonds which bind them to the fate of
other countries against their will and to their mis-
fortune. Unfortunately, this great movenient of inde-
pendence which is stirring among the peoples which
are subject to a colonial system, under whatever name,
i being strongly influenced from outside by political
agents who exploit the simplicity and ignorance of
the masses to lead them, under the banner of free-
dom, into another slavery, much harsher than that
from which they wish to escape. The peoples who
wish to break the bonds of colonialism and to arise
as independent States are being skilfully exploited ;
those who st:pport them and, in some cases, t!l7, ir
leaders, nourish the evil design of subjecting tlem
to a worse servitude, ‘

14, The criticism directed against the colonial régime
of some States is, of course, justified. It should not
be forgotten, however, that France recognizes and
respects human dignity in the territories under its
sovereignty, and that it has worked and is working
hard, ‘with all the resources at its command, to prepare
the inhabitants of those territories to manage the in-
dependent régime which it is proposed to set up.
France is handing on its culture through schools,
universities and technical institutes which are turning
out men distinguished in every branch of human
knowledge, to whom it will eventually be possible to
delegate the responsibility of leading their fellow citi-
zens. France has transformed villages in those terri-
tories into cities which enjoy all the facilities of the
richest urban centres of Europe or America; it has
worked their mines and cultivated their fields by scien-
tfic processes which have transformed them into
veritable centres of wealth that will serve to give
these countries a high economic and social level, so
that they will not fall into the hands of those who
are anxious to separate them from France or subject
them to a despotism which sacrifices individuality to
the State, France cannot break with its noble legal

‘genders no more gratitude than does a service

tradition; -France cannot forget that it is the cradle
of the ideas and principles which have produced our
civilization, We must have faith in this great democ~ .
racy and give it an opportunity to find for itself,
through free and open discussion with the peoples
under its leadership, a formula which will reconcile
conflicting interests and allow for the birth of two
or more new democracies ‘which may join the ranks
of the free peoples and co-operate with us in the
common task of building a better world. The United
Nations should be the place in which the problem
of these countries’ independence can be discussed,
without intervening directly in the argument. It can
lend all its co-operation, and ‘help them to achieve
the aim which we all desire. The United Nations
cannot impose any solution at this stage of the nego-
tiations. Later, if it is so requested by one of . the
parties, or if peace is- threatened, it can proceed to
act in accordance with the terms of the Charter.

15, The profound and delicate political understand-
ing of France ‘encourages me to think that it has
already realized the position in which the historical
circumstances of the century have placed it and that
it will not remain deaf to the demands of reason and
justice, It will solve this temporary difficulty in ac-
cordance with the aspirations of the peoples and will
recognize, with its noble and traditional courtesy, that
the colonial régime is impossible in sufficiently devel-
oped territories and that such countries are entitled
to thanage their own affairs. France, the mother of

-freedom, must heed the call for freedom if it is to

remain faithful to its own most splendid traditions.,

16. The best weapons with which to defend .our
ideals are not to be found in the arsenals of war.
All the armies in the world-are not enough to resjst
the force of ideas, whenever these ideas are the
interpreters of natural and human realities. I believe
that our greatest weakness in this cold war between
the western and the communist Powers, which is
gradually breaking down all moral principles, is that
we have spent more money on the rearmament pro-
gramme than on social and economic assistance to the
under-trained and under-developed countries, The little
sum that has been allocated to those countries for
that purpose has only been enough to show them how
much they need and, instead of producing a feeling

~of gratitude, has created an undercurrent of passive -

resistance and ill-will which is waiting for a favour-
able moment to declare itself, skillfully exploited by
the common enemy. This enemy has given them noth-
ing, but it offers them a paradise which, beautiful,
distant and unknown, serves admirably to attract un-
suspecting innocents. It is interesting to see, in that
connexion, that a setvice inadequately rendered en-
ren-
dered clumsily or discouiteously. '
17. A large increase in economic and social assistance
to all countries which need it is a matter of immediate
urgency. If millions of dollars have been sptnt un-
hesitatingly. on the monstrous programme of armament
which is regarded as necessary to hold back ag%re;ssron,
it is essential that we should be bold enoug to set
aside the same amount for moral rearmament, the
education of millions of ignorant men, the feedin ,g_f |
hungry peoples, the restoration of health to regions
which are sources of suffering and disease, for public
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waorks, electrification, housing, transport, etc., as was

50 brilliantly expressed by Mr, Banta Cruz, when he

made his moving plea [379th meeting] for the con.
quest of that universal revolution which threatens,
like a hurricane, to destroy all that was so patiently
won hy our ancestors, ang developed by us without
a genuine and fitting understanding of social justice,

18. The technical development of Latin Americe is
of special interest by reason of the vast natural re-
sources which are still unexploited. To be fair, we
must recognize that special attention "has been paid
to this regional problem and that the Deputy Director-
General of the office of the United Nations Technical
Assistance Administration hjis spared no effort to
satisfy the requests constantly made by our govern-
ments, which he has answered in a way which de-
serves our deep gratitude. -

19. ' Previously, my country suffered from the disas-
trous visitation of certain very highly paid technicians
who came to study subjects in which we had little
or .no interest, or for which they were not prepared,
or who failed because they were incapable of under-
standing either our language or the social environment
in which they were working, This background made
for a certain lack of confidence in the usefulness of
technica] co-operation, and this “mistrust my Govern-
ment is trying to dispel. The present position is dif-
ferent, and we cannot but express our gratitude towards
those experts with open and unde}_*standing minds,
such as the distinguished Latin-American officials to
whom I referred earlier, who have sent men of real
capacity to study our budgetary, financial and admin-
istrative problems and to work as a team with national
personnel whom they are training to continue the
programme which they planned and started.

20, If Ecuador receives economic assistance for mod-
ernizing its ports, completing certain highways and
putting into effect a large-scale plan of electrification,
it will be able to increase its food production and
thus help ;to alleviate the crisis of which we are all
well aware.

21. The United Nations Educational, Scigntific and
Cultural Organization is waging a vast campaign for
the purpose of transforming mankind. The mentality
which is incapable of adapting itself to new social
cofiditions -and the most recent technical inventions
is doomed. It is regreitable but true that most schools
and colleges in Latin America still follow antiquated
programmes and are not carrying out their important
task of training men capable of dealing with the com-
plexity and mutability of the modern world. The
instrument with which we are equipped to guide them,
though wonderful in itself, lacks the elements which
circumstances require, The task assumed by UNESCO
is so delicate and difficult that it has had to begin
by revising its own methods, revolutionizing systems
and laying the foundations for a life which demands
a new style of thought and action. We must, however,
congratulate ourselves on the results that UNESCO
is achieving in many countries and we cherish the
hope that governments will lend it greater support
so that its beneficent influence may continue to in-
crease, for it is an influence which elevates minds,
cleanses hearts and gives new force to the will,

22, 1 should like, Mr. President, to offer my sin-
cerest wishes for the success of this session of the

Assembly, the. conduct of whose business has heen
so apspicioysly placed 1n your hands, It is to be hoped
that all the representatives will co-cperate in a speedy
solvétxpn of the problems pn our agenda and that their
moderation, their intelligence and their noble spirit of
tolerance will help to create a favourable climate in
which this uncertain peace of ours may grow in
sttength, and the clouds which threaten to cover the
earth in darkness lift and disappear. -

23, Mr, VYSHINSKY (Union pf Soviet Socialist
Republics) ' (translated from "Russian): As the sey-
enth session of the General Assembly takes up its
work, important and complex questions of vital con-
cern to millions of human beings, of whole peoples
and States, are in the foreground of international
attention. The 'most crucial of theseé problems in that
of peace, of peaceful co-operation and international
security. These problems also played an important part
in the work of previous sessions of the General As-
sembly, at which the Soviet Union delegation con-
sistently and perseveringly upheld the need for the
adoption by the General Assembly of measures . for
the maintenance of peace and the strengthening of
co-operation among nations. The present session of
the General Assembly has met at a time when prob-
leths of international relations call for particular at-

téation as a result ‘of the complications and tensions .

of the present international situation.

24. The year that has elapsed since the sixth session
of the General Assembly has shown that the activities
of the North Atlantic bloc—whose aggressive aims its
organizers and leaders are vainly seeking to conceal
by references to the alleged need for defensive meas-
ures—have played and are continuing ‘to play a deci-
sive role in the heightening of .international tension
and in the deterioration of the international situation,
The leaders of that bloc, who come from the ruling
circles of the United States, and from those of the
United Kingdom and France, which support United

States policy, are making demagogic speeches about

peace and behind this peace-loving fagade are con-
tinuing to foment a war psychosis and exerting every
effort to maintain the tension in their own countries
and to prevent the peaceful settlement of important
questions ‘of foreign policy which are still outstanding

‘and whose immediate solution is demanded by all

peace-loving peoples. o

25. Any account of the contemporary ‘intersational

situation would be incomplete without a reference to
the further deterioration in the economic and political
situation of the so-called under-developed countries,
where, in spite of great natural resources, hundreds
of millions of people are domed to a life of povesty
and hunger and death from starvation.

26. Even the report of the United Nations Secre-
tariat on the current year’s work cannot conceal this.

It shows that political, economic and social problems
are particularly acute in Asia, the Middle East, North

Africa and Latin America; the author of the report
is compelled to admit that the national liberation move-
ment of peoples claiming equal rights and freedom
from foreign control is growing in those countries.

27. Not concealing his hostility to this movement,
which has in fact spread to countries comprising a
population of more than a thousand million people
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Who ate seekink to break thé chains of foreigh domi-
fition, the author of thé report proclaims that this
jovement represéfits “dté Of thé greatest "f’c’:haﬂén%es

tb cotitemporary civilizatioti”* and tall$ upofi the Gén-

ital Assembly to fiid ways—I qiote the words of the
teport—to preveiit “thé violént uphbavals atid wide-

spread chdos”? which, according to the author, would
o

hStherwise probably be in store for the United Nations
Organization. .

98, In his statement the day before yesterday [380th
#iceting], thé United States Secretary of State, Mr,
Acheson, also referred to the situatioz of the colonial
geoples and dependent countries. -But he too was

ompelled to admit that the plight of the peoples of

those countries was tragic. “The tragedy”, Mr. Acheson
said; “is that over halfithe world's people still suffer
from thaliiutrition and many live onthe verge of star-
vation”., He went on to say that '‘the world today
has less food per person thax-it gid before the Second
World ‘War”, Mr. Acheson explains this situation in
which, as hé says, half the population of the globe
is déprived of the medns of existence, by thé fact

thdt thera is not ehough food tc go round and that,

i tmany area$ of the world, food output is increasing
at a slowér rate than is pophldtion, I thihk there is
no need to dwell on the worthlessness of this Mal-
thusian explatdation, particuldrly as Mr. Acheson is,
I am sure, fully aware of the real causes of the tra-
gedy to which he referred. The situation in these
countries is in fact the direct result of their predatory
exploitation, predominantly, at the present time, by
American monopolistic capital, which does not spare
the so-called under-developed countries of the East,
of Latin America or of Asi4, or even a number of
the capitalist countries of Europe which have already
attained a considerable degree of economic develop-
ment. ‘

29. All this cannot fail to heighten the international
tension and this is particularly true of the military
operations which the bloc of colonial Powers is waging
in the East against the peoples of Korea, Vietnam
and Malaya, who are fighting for their independence
and freedom. |

30. The war in Korea is already in its third year. It
i$ quite obvious that the aggressive plans of the United
States with respect to Korea have failed, despite the
fact that the United States Command, in order to
break the resistance of the Korean people, has not
hesitated and is not hesitating to use beastly and bar-
barous methods of warfare, to destroy Korean ities
and to exterminate the civilian population, not sparing
women, children or the aged. Flouting all the standards
of international law and disregarding the elementary
requirements of morality, the United States forces
are introducing and systematically using gases, napalm
bombs and bacterial weapons. :

31.  The faflure of the United States intervention,
however, has not caused the United States ruling
circles to desist from further attempts to carry out
their apgressive plans, In his statemient of the day
before yesterday, M., Acheson again attempted to
represent United States intervention in Korea as a

1See Official ,JRec‘ords of the Geheral Assembly, Seventh

Session, Supplement No, 14, p. 2.

United Nations strdgele apainst dpgréssion, f@pcatiﬁg
thé coitipletely discredited théory that thé war which
the United Stdtes ifiterventitifists have irflicted iipon
the Korean people is defengive if. chdlicter and i
n?t being waged for aggressive purpose$, whérels,
of colirse, it 15 just the opposite that is true,

32. Asked how long the war in Korea would con-
tinue, Mr. Acheson replied: “We shall fight on as
long as is necessary to stop the gggression‘ and to
restore peace and security-to Korez”.

)

33. In the report which has. been\kirculated by the
Secretariat to delegations at the presént session, Mr.
Trygve Lie urges the continuation of intervention
in Korea and calls upon the United Nations tQ con-
tinue the war in Korea and to demonstrate its deter-
mination to act energetically. This illustrates the truth
of the Russian proverb: “Where the horse goes with
his hooves, the crab goes with its claws”. -

34. Mr. Acheson told the General Assembly that
the United States wouid stop ﬁghting in- Korea when
an armistice had been reached “on just terms”. But
why did he fail to indicate vwhat constitutes' “just
terms”? Perhaps he will-still find time to explain to
the General Assembly what he means by “just terrms”?
None of the terms hitherto put forward by the United
States Command in Korea, of course with the approval
of the United States Government, can be:described
as being in any way fair. They can only be described
as being in flagrant violation of the bas\‘g\concept’ of
fairness, ds patently illegal and contrary “to_all sthe
generally recognized rules of international law and
international morality. This applies to the United
States demand for the so-called “screening” of pri-
soners of war, that is, the division of the prisoners
into those whom the United States Command is pre-
pared to repatriate, and those whom it intends to
retain in captivity. The United States Command does
not recoil from using any method of compulsion to
achieve its ends, including shooting, as was the case
on Koje Island and in other American camps for
Chinese and Korean prisoners of war.

35. In this connexion, certain facts connected with
*he action taken by the sixth session of the General
Assembly in the Korean question inevitably spring to
mind. The United States representative stated then,
as now, that the United States Government would
exert every effort to secure an armistice in Kored
on lasting terms acceptable to both parties. Opposing
the Soviet Union delegation’s proposal that the Gen-
eral Assembly should discuss the question of an armis-
tice in Korea and should facilitate the -attainment of
positive results by tne parties concerned, the United
State representative stated last year that that proposal
was premature and couldionly serve to impede the

-Zonclusion of an armistice¢ in Korea, and that a lasting

political agreement must be based on “secure and
sound foundations”® which might be laid by the suc-
cessful conclusion of armistice hegotiations. ‘

36. The USSR delegation pointed out at the time"
that this was merely a_pretext designed to prolong
the negotiations by making absurd demands on the
Korean Army and the Chinese volunteets concerning

4; Ibid,, Sixth Session, First C‘om;@mee, 507fﬁ ﬁleéffhg‘, _pai'fy;i.‘i



the, construction and  reganstruction of. air

fhe: exchange of. prisoners of war, while employing
intimidation, blackmail and pressure in the form of
military action. We pointed out at that, time that the
United States Command was using such methods in
the jittempt to secure concessions and to prolong the
neggtiations, while increasing its military equipment
and! reserves in preparation for further aggression.

37. Nearly a year has since elapsed, Are we not now -

fully justified in contending that all the events of that
year, the whole course of the Panmunjom armistice
talks, have fully confirmed the fears that we expressed
last year? The United States negotiators have pro-
longed the talks without cause, At the same time,
the UJnited States Air Force has been bombing the
Korean rear; destroying cities, burning villages and
exterminating the Korean civilian population-—defence-
less children, women and old people—psrpetrating one
crime after another and violating all the generally
recognized rules.of international law and morality.

38." That is what the “secure and sound foundations”,
about which the United States representative spoke
here so glibly, actually amount to. That is the true
face of those honourable terms acceptable to both
parties, of which the United States representative
- assured the Assembly in such high-flown terms, -

39. Now we hear talk about “just terms”. We no
longer hear about honourable or acceptable terms,
about “secure” and “sound” foundations. All this has
been replaced by talk about some sort of just terms,
designed simply to confuse the credulous. Such state-
ments cannot be taken seriously, particularly in view
of the record of the negotiations with the representa-
tives of the United States Command in Korea during
the past year,

40. It is obvious that the United States Government
has no great desire for an armistice or an end to
the Korean war. As before, it is trying to coticeal
its economic difficulties by waging that war. It has
done everything in its power to drag out the Pan-
munjom truce talks and, recently, suspended negotia-
tions sine die, hoping thus to be able to exeft pressure
on the other side. ‘

41. The latest communication from the Commander-
in-Chief of the Korean People’s Army, General Kim
Il Sung, and the Commander-in-Chief of the Chinese
People’s Volunteers, General Peng Teh Huai, to Gen-
eral Mark Clark; rightly pointed out that, had it not
been for the United States Command’s deliberate ob-
struction of the settlement of the prisoner-of-war
igsue, an armistice in Korea would, without any doubt,
have been achieved long ago. Peace would assuredly
have been restoted in South and North Korea, and

the prisoners of war of both sides would have returned .

home long sinice to civil life,
42, - This obstruction, however, has served its pur-
pose, having led to the recent breakdown in the nego-
tiations, in spite of all Kim I1 Sung and Peng Teh
Huai’s efforts to reach positive results. On 8 October,
ten days ago, these generals submitted a proposal to
that end, to which exception could be taken only by
those who had resolved in advance to prevent dh
armistice in Korea at all costs. < - \/‘»,
43. What was that proposal? I shall take the Aibertx/j'
of reading parts of it: i | |

fields and

“Considering that it is lawful to demand the
repatriation of all prisoners of war of both sides
and their return to peaceful pursuits, we proposed
that, following the coming into force of ‘the armis.
tice agreement, all prisoners of war should be taken
to mutually agreed exchange points in the demili-
tarized zone, as proposed by you”—that is, the
United States Command—“so that they can be turned
over to and accepted by the other side.” ,

This is the first provision contained in the proposals
submitted to General Clark by Kim Il Sung and Peng
Teh Hllai. . . ) ’ : 0 "
“After the prisoners of war have been turned
over on both sides”, the letter goes on to say, “mixed
' groups of the Red Cross shall visit them as pro-
vided in paragraph 57 of the draft armistice agree-
ment on Korea and as proposed by you”—that is,
again, the United ‘States side; this is the second
United States proposal agreed to by Kim Il Sung
and Peng Teh Huai—"“in order to explain that their
return home, to peaceful pursuits, has been guaran-
teed, and that they are not to participate in military
operatiohs in Xorea, Following this, a classification
. of prisoners of war ‘shall be conducted according to
. their nationality and domicile, as proposed by us”—
that is, Kim Il Sung and Peng Teh Huai, the
Korean-Chinese side. “Repatriation shall take place
immediately after the classificaton. The exchange,
visit, classification and repatriation of prisoners of
war can be conducted under the supervision of con-
trol groups composed of representatives of neutral
countries.”

44, What was the United States delegation’s reaction
to these really fair'and reasonable conditions, to this
proposal which, it would seem should have paved the
way for the final settlement of the Korean situation?
The United States delegation completely ignored the
proposal. It refused to discuss it and immediately
proceeded to read out its previously prepared state-
ment concerning the suspension of negotiations sine
die. The United States delegation then walked out of
the conference room without even waiting to hear the
Korean-Chinese Command’s reply to its statement..

45. Mr. Acheson said nothing about this, here, when
he spoke about the situation in Korea; he preferred
to hide behind empty phrases about “just terms” al-
though really just terms were submitted to the United
States Command almost two weeks ago by Kim Il
Sung and Peng Teh Huai, who have done everything
in their power to secure an armistice agreement in
Korea.

46, The American multi-millionaires, who are pro-
fiting by this war, are naturally reluctant to see it
end. They are bent on continuing to use it as one
of their main sources of enrichment and as one of
the means of averting the threat of a depression and.
the growing ctisis in the capitalist countries, above all
in the United States. This is obvious from’ numerous
statements by leading American businessmen, finan-
ciers, stockbrokers, politicians, generals, ministers and
the President of the United States himself. o
47. A prominent American financier, Mr. James War-
burg, for example, publicly stated that the United
States is rapidly acquiring a legitimate interest in

the absence of peace, According to Mr. Warburg,
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“Mie war is saving the United States economy: from
depression and- crisis by flooding the war industry
_with- military orders mainly destined to prolong the

Korean war,

48, When, ‘in the spring of 1952, there was talk of

%@ possibility of an armistice in Korea, the Wall
‘Street Jowrnal reported that prices on the ‘stock ex-
¢hange had shown a particularly sharp decline during
fhe preceding period. This was ascribed to widespread
fumours of peace ., . . |
- fion of ‘hostilities might interfere with rearmament
and leave leading firms with’ inflated capital invest-
ments disproportionate to tlie needs of peace-time

A

production. ‘

49, Mot only the American, but also the British Press
commented on this, as may be seen, for example, from
the statement published in the well-known British

weekly, New Statesman ond Nation, to the effect that
United States business circles can hardly be expected
fo welcome peace, since the United States economy ie
§wred to war. It was further stated that the United
States could not scrap its armaments and switch to
civilian production, as it had in 1945,

50. The well-known United States Senator, Mr. Taft,
is also urging delay in concluding an armistice in Ko-
rea, and is openly stressing the need to prolong the
truce talks until war production in the United States
has, as he puts it, reached its peak. The fact that the
~United States is already in the throes of a feverish
~ armaments race is apparently not enough for Mr. Taft.

51, United States generals, for example, the Chair-
- man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General Bradley,

also favour a” breakdown in the Korean talks for

military reasons, namely, the need to gain time to
carry out an even more extensive military programme
involving further increases in armaments and armed
forces and the construction of new military, naval
and air bases outside the United States, and the
expansion of existing ones, .,

52, The United States Secretary of the Army, Mr.
Pace, has expressed himself in favour of the war
and has expressed the view that the Korean war is
helping the United States to test and perfect its mili-
tary techniques and to improve its arms and ammuni-
tion. )

53. The Commander of the United States Eighth

rmy in Korea, General Van Fleet, called the Korean
war a blessing—that was the word he used; he was
tndeterred by the blasphemy—asserting that such mili-
fary operations were essential either in Korea or in
some other parts of the world.

54, In his statement on 27 September 1952, Presi-
dent Truman announced that he would not follow
the advice of those who urged the withdrawal of
United States armed forces from Korea. He said sub-
stantially the same thing in the statement which ap-
pears in the New York Press today, namely, that the
United States would not permit the withdrawal of its
forces from Korea. The statement of the President
of the United States can of course be interpreted only
as a decision by the United States ruling circles to
cotitiniie this shameful war against the Korean people,

55. In the circumstances, it should be clear to every-
one why.the United States Command has suspended

rokers feared that the cessa-

the: Panmunjom talks in-spite of -all the efforts of the
Korean side to reach an agreement’on an:armistics

on terms acceptable to' all fair-minded, people and

based on the universally accepted rules of international
law, It also becomes cledr why the United Stateg
ruling circles are stubbornly rebuffing all attempts to
reach agreement and are inventing a variety of pres
texts for initiating fruitless discussion, for, the sole
purpose of delaying or disrupting the Korean truce
talks, as indeed hag just happened. C ;

‘56, They use the' qtiestion ‘of the exchange of pri-

soners of war as a pretext of that kind, presenting
unprecedented demands contrary <o the most funda-
menta] and universally accepted rules of interhationai
law. They have even committed a gross violation ‘of
the 1949 Geneva Convention, and in particular arti¢les
118 and 119 of that Convention, which require belli~
gerents to guarantee the unconditional repatriation of
all prisoners of war, with the exception of those
against whom criminal proceedings for an indictdble
offence are pending. The United States has refused
to comply with this requirement, despite the fact that
the United States Government is a signatory to the
Convention. |

57. As we bave already pointed: out, the United
States has unlawfully, and by unscrupulously exerting
every kind of pressure and coercion, carried out a
screening of prisoners of war, extorting from them
declarations of unwillinghess to return to their homes,
The protests of the Korean and Chinese. prisoners of
war against this arbitrary and illegal action have been -
silenced by the United States Command, as was in
the case in the prisoner of war camps on Koje Island,
by shootings, which still continue in American pri-
soner-of-war camps. This is a violation of international
law unprecedented in history. " E

58. The present session of the General Assembly is.
again faced with the task of finding a settlement for
the Korean question. The peace-loving peoples who
have created a powerful fronmt fighting for peace
throughout the world, are demanding ever more in-
sistently and urgently the cessation of the war in
Korea and the curbing of the imperialist aggressors;
and are offering ever-increasing resistance to United
States aggressive policy. It is the General Assembly’s
duty to solve this problem and to do so in accordance
with the principles of the United Nations,

59. The proposals submitted by the Polisk delegation
[A4/2229] fully meet the General Assembly’s require-
ments in this respect. The USSR delegation therefore
wholeheartedly supports our Polish colleagues’ pro-
posal, which calls on the General Assembly to recom-

-mend to the belligerents the immediate cessation of

military operations on land, at sea and in the air, Tt

also wholeheartedly supports the proposal for the' repa-

triation of all prisoners of war in accordance with
international law, It warmly supports the Polish, déle-
gation’s proposal for -the withdrawal from Korea of
foreign troops, including foreign volunteérs—the Chis
nese volilnteer units—within a period of two,or three
months, and the peaceful settlement of the Korean

uestion on the principle of the unification of Kores,
this unification to be achieved by the Koreans: theni-
selves under the supervision of a commission: composed
of representatives of the parties immediately concerned -
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and those of other States, which have not taken part
in the war in Korea.
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60. In the view of the Soviet Union delegation and
Government, this is the way to settle the Korean ques-
tion, This is/also one of the most effective ways of
removing the present fension in international relations)
of preserving peace and strengthening international se-
curity,

61. ‘The USSR delegation feels it necessary to call

articular attention to the use of bacterial weapons by
%xﬁted States armed forces in Korea, a fact which,
as we know, is obstinately denied by the United States
Government.

62. Official representatives of the United States are
endeavouring to deny that United States armed forces
have used this inhuman weapon. But many facts have
been established by impartial international committees,
such as the committee of the International Association
of Democratic Lawyers, and the International Scientific
Commission composed of representatives of seven coun-
tries—the United Kingdom, Brazil, Italy, China, the
USSR, France and Sweden, proving that the United
States interventionists have committed these atrocious
crimes. In its report, the commission of scientists, which
represents seven nations, told the world that it was
compelled to bow before the weight of the evidence
and admit that such brutal methods were indeed bein

used, though they were condemned by the peoples of.

the whole world. It further stated that the peoples of
Korea and China had been subjected to continuous
bacterial attacks by United States armed forces, who
used a variety of methods for infecting the populations,
some of which appear to be a development of those
used by the Japanese army during the Second World
War. This was confirmed by the captured United States
officers O'Neill, Enoch, Quinn and Niss, who had them-
selves taken part in air raids in which they used bombs
filled with bacteria of the most dangerous infectious
diseases, intended for the mass destruction of the peace-
ful population, In the five halls of the recently opened
exhibition in Pekihg of material evidence of the use
by United States armed forces of bactetial weapons,
are to be fourid some 500 documents, photographs and
other material, These are facts. They have been firmly
established and cannot be shaken by demagogy, by lies,
by trickery or by slander.

63. - While trying vainly to refute these facts, the
United States Government nevertheless openly refuses
to ratify the 1925 Geneva Protocol prohibiting the use
of bacterial weapons which it signed, wishing apparently
to remain free to use these weapons in future. An
official representative of the United States, General
Alden Waitt, Chief of the United States Chemical War-
fare Service, is full of praise for bacterial weapons,
~which he describes as a practical form of warfare,
‘with tremendous potentialities. He asserts that the
United States has no right or, as he puts it, cannot
afford, to ignore this weapon, particularly as it is both
cheap and simple to use.

64. It is no accident that bacterial weapons attract
so much attention in thege circles, nor is it by accident
that American universities—for example, the Univer-
sity of California—are doitlg special research on the
dissemination of plague by means of spraying. Bac-
teria are regarded in the United States as a major

ey

weapont of war, “Germs and not generals win wars|”
These words were spoken the other day by Genersl
Cieasy bf the United States Army Chemical Corps, -
It is not generals—generals, please note—who win thé
wars, but the germs which replace the generals in the
United States Army. Nor is it by accident that, par:
ticularly during this past year, a number of United
States Government and scientific institutions have re-
doubled their efforts to improve methods of breeding
bacteria. They are concentrating on selecting the most
virulent types and on perfecting ways and means for
their dissemination. :

65. Bacterial weapons are used in Korea, however;

" not only for the criminal purpose of mass destruction

of the peaceful population, but also to test the weapon
in practice and to acquire experience, so to speak, in
its use; to test, as the United States Secretary of the |
Army, Mr, Pace, openly stated, the efficacy of methods
and processes used in solving pressing military prob-
lems. The American aggressors are thus trying to use
Korea as a proving ﬁround to try out the effectiveness
of deadly ‘ba“cteria.gl‘ at is the nadir of moral turpitude,

66. The USSR delegation therefore considers it es-
sential to place particular emphasis on the great sig-
nificance of the Polish delegation’s proposal, calling
on all the States which have not yet acceded to or
ratified the 1925 Geneva Protocol to do so. This ap-
plies in particular to the United States, which has so
far refused to ratify the Geneva Protocol, The USSR
delegation fully shares the indignation that the use
of bacterial weapons against the Korean and Chinese

“peoples by United States armed forces has aroused

in millions of decent human beings all over the world,
The USSR delegation whole-heartedly supports the
proposal submitted by the Polish delegation.

67. . During the past year, the aggressive North At-
lantic bloc las intesaified its activities in preparation
for a new world war, A frenzied armaments race i
taking place in the countries which are members of
that %loc. Great efforts are being made to organize
new armies and to create aggressive military alliances
in the west and in the east. During the year, largely
owing to the efforts of the United States, two new
countries—Turkey and Greece—have been brought into
the North Atlantic bloc. In practice, Western Ger-
many and Yugoslavia, vassals of the United States,
aré also membars of that bloc.

68. During the year, the Western Powers, led by
the United States, have signed a separate agreement
at Bonn with the Adenauer Government; this agree-
ment is an overt military alliance legalizing the renais-
sance of German militarism and the establishment of
a West German mercenery army under the command
of fascist and hitlerite generals, Subsequently, they
signed another agreement with Western Germany, o
the so-called European Defence Community, which
has the same objectives.

69. The ruling circles in the United States have, in-
creased their pressure on the countries in the Near
and Middle East to establish a so-calied Middle East
allied command and to induce these countties to join
it, and in this way to join the North Atla/htic bloc
so that they can use their territories, like' those o
other colonial atid dependent tountries, for' the cofi-
struction of military bases, and theitr populations &9
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reServoirs of thanpower for the new world war which
‘they are preparing, They allege that such a “Com-
mahtd” must be otganized 4s a means of defence against
the Soviet Union, which i3 said to be threatening the
security of the countries of the Near and Middle East,
Such pretexts, however, are all too flimsy; their ab-
surdity should be quite obvious, Utlike the Powers
which are accustomed to regard the countries of the
Near anid Middle East as their colonies, the policy

of the Soviet Union towards those countries has been

fully in keepirg with the basic hational interests of
the pecples of thé Near and Middle East and, indeed,
of all peacé-loving peoples,

70.. During the past year; the ruling circles of the
United States have imposed on a number of Latin~
American countries—Brazil, Colombia and others—
so-called agreements involving so-called mutual se-
‘curity guarantees, The true significance of these agree-
metits was defined by even the bourgebis Latin-Amer-
fcafi Press in such headlines as: “Brazil mobilizes
for War”, Under the same pretext of “defence”. of
the Uhitéd Stités—invented to receive people—the
rifling circles of the United States havé concluded a
Pacific pact with New Zealand and Alistralia, declar-
itlg that these regtl}ms are of vital importance to the
security of the United States, although it is well
kriown that they are separated from the United States
by several thousand miles.

71. Simultaneously, the North Atlantic bloc, under
United Stdtes leadership, has been carrying qut vast
fiaval and air manceuvres which are patently designed
to provoke the USSR and the peoales’ democracies,
4§ was apparent, in particular, from the recent manceu-
vies coniducted by eight members of the North At-
lantic bloc undei the significant name of “Operation
Main Brace”.

72. The United States, which, it is well known, plays
a leading part in this bloc, has been still further inten-
sifying the armaments race, expanding war industries

.a:n“d1 developing other military measures on a grand
scale,

73. The ruling military citcles in the United States
have paid particular attention to the construction of
hew military; navil and i bases ovetseas. Such newly
constructed American bases as those ift Canada, Gteen-
land, Iceland, Norway; Denmark, the Azotes, Fretich
Morocco, Tripolitania, Saudi Arabia, Turkey, Trans-
jordan, Japan and a number of other countries are
directed—and this is openly proclaimed—against the
USSR, the Chinese People’s Republic and the Euro-
pean people’s democracies. The construction of a large
number of American bases in Western Europe should
be noted, In the United Kingdom, for example, there
are now twenty-six American air and other bases.
The United Kingdom has already been virtually trans-
formed intc one vast American air‘oase. As our Presi-
dent should know, at the Lishon meeting of the North
Atlantic bloc it was decided to -establish a huge net-
work of air bases, to be paid for maitly by the United
States, in z number of Western Europeian countries
which are) members of the. blo¢; as & result of this
decisign, (Agprgxm‘;ately, 200 miilitary aerodromes atre
to be buiit in the near future,

74 Suck bi¥ e fatth, They show that ih the b
petialist calup the fatd of preparation for a hetw world

war is b‘eiﬁg accelerated undet the cover of ‘lfi*ﬁg
propaganda to the effect that the USSR is thredtening
the peace. +

75, Another convincing indication of the aggressive
intentions of the North Atlantic bloc are the ever-
intcreasing military credits voted in the countries which
belong to the bloc, particularly in the Udited Stdtes.
In the United States, military ekpenditure in the
financial year 1952-1953, according to published data,
was more than 58 times as much as in the finaricial
year 1937-1938, and now constitutes 74 per cent of
the total United States budget, compared to 14 per
cent in 1937-1938. Vast appropriations are include
in the United States budget for the production of
atomic weapons and the expansion of the atomic
energy industry, this “billion dollar business”, as_they
say in the United States, from which American mon-
opolists are reaping tremendous profits. It should be
pointed out that the 1952 appropriation for the pro-
duction of atomic weapons was twice as great as in
1951, and further increases are foreseen in the coming
years, :

76. It seems to me that all these facis are sufficiently
convincing to show the hypocrisy, of the oratory of
the, leading p iitiqal personalities of the Unitéd States
and the worthlessness of the various plans which they
and their allies in the United Nations put forward
for the alleged purpose of prohibiting atomic weapons .
and reducing armaments, It is thus ne accident tha
the United gtates Government is making every effor
to increase even further the production of aton'gs:
weapons, Whereas $418 million, were spent on, the
production of atomic weapons in 1945 and 1946—
according to published data, which are certainly an
understatement—$897 million were spent in ‘£0~,195,1
and $1.700 million ‘in the current year 1952-1953.
During the next two vears, it is estimated that this
expenditure will increase to $3,000 million. These
figures are sufficient, too, to show that the ruling
circles of the United States are not t[iinking of re-
ducing, the production of atomic weapons, much, less
;[)f prohibiting it, and that every statement b official
nited States representatives on their readiness to
prohibit atomic weapons is absolutely false and solely
directed at misleading naive and over credulous persons,

77. The millitarization. af industry in the United
States has increased, still further during the last year.
The growth of industrial production in the United
States is accounted for exclusively by the sudden in-
crease in military production resulting from the United
States intervention in Korea, the intensified armaments
drive, the construction of new American military air
bases at the ends of the earth-——-paxtic%}‘arly at points
around the perimeter of the Scyiet Union and the
eople(;i’s democracies—and the growth in numbers of
nited States armed forces, These data 4lso empha-
size the fact that the militatization of thé Uhited
States economy is assuming tremeidois proportighs,
Generdl Eisenhower, too, was Forced to adudit t’ii%:é!
afiiohg other things, il one of Hi $Pebclied, Wheh fie
said thut thé etonomy of thé Uhited 6&{'

Hed Wa

Preds, speakitig of the utipreckdented groith
farisin il!)'le thé United Stateés, point’ ngt that ié Hiis
all-pervading militarism is compared with the défefi-
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sive measures adopted by the United States in 1941,
it is easy to see that, as one member of the House
of Representatives—Mr, Buffet of Nebraska—stated,
the TJnited States had advanced much further towards
war than it had in 1941,

78. The same militarization of industry can be seen
in the United Kingdom, where military expenditure
in the financial year 1952-1953 amounts to approxi-
mately 34 per cent of the total budget, or more than
twice the military expenditure in the pre-war period.

79. In France, military expenditure in 1952 amounts
to 3,789 thousand million francs, as against 92,700
~million francs in 1938, France is now spending con-
siderably more on war preparations than it spent in
1938, the last pre-war year. Taking 21 francs in 1950
as equivalent to 1 franc in 1938, in accordance with
the ratio established in France, the French military
budget in 1950 was 82 per cent of the military budget
for 1938 (500,000 million francs as against 611,000
million francs at the 1950 rate). The official military
appropriations for 1952 exceed pre-war levels and
are now 145,per cent of the figure for 1938, and
nearly 40 per cent of the entire French budget.

80. We are therefore justified in speaking of the rapid
rate of militarization of the economies cf the United
States, the United Kingdom, France and the other
capitalist countries. It can be explained by the charac-
teristics of contemporary tmonopolistic capitalism, which
is motivated solely by the desire to derive maximum
profits. This desire drives it—as I. V. Stalin proved
in his remarkable work, recently published. “The eco~
nomic problems of socialism in the USSR”—"to such
hazardous measures as enslaving and systematically
plundering the colonies and other backward. countries,
transforming a number of independent countries into
dependent countries, organizing new wars which, for
the leaders of contemporary capitalism, are the best
form of ‘business’, yielding the highest profits, and,
finally, attempting to attain world economic domina-
tion”, It is well known that the military fever in the
United States is resulting in huge profits for American
multi-millionaires, In 1951, these profits amounted to
almost $43,000 million, or 13 times more than in 1938,
'The same thing can be seen, though on a smaller scale,
in the United %{ingdom and France.

81. It is quite understandable, in the light of such
facts, that the President of the United States, Mr. Tru-
man, is asking for ever greater appropriations to carry
out the military programme and, in particular, for the
construction of military bases, and that he opposes any
reduction of such appropriations on the grounds that
it would be, as he put it, a dreadful catastrophe to
reduce these appropriations and thus with one stroke
of the pen to lose half the bases concerned.

82, This shows that the foreign policy of the United
States Government is dependent on the interests of the
magnates of industry and finance in the United States,
who are thirsting for a new war so that they can
earn millions of dollars from this sanguinary enterprise
and who do not even think of relinquishing their mili-
tary programme or the armaments drive. Not long
ago, the New York Post stated that the slightest whis-
ger.of a disarmament agreement was enough to alarm

usiness men, bankers and politicians throughout the
country, '

83, The militarization of the entire economy of the
United States, the United Kingdom, France, and a
number of other countries in the North Atlantic bloc,
combined with the tremendous increase in military
expenditure, inevitably leads to endless increases in
taxation and in the burdens of taxation imposed on the
population, to lower standards of living for millions
of people, and to a reduction in the credits designed to
satisfy the elementary requirements of the masses of
the people. In the United States, direct taxation in the
financial year 1952-1953 is more than twelve times as
h}gh as in 1937-1938, Taxes have also increased con-
siderably in the United Kingdom, France, Italy and
other capitalist countries which are membérs of the
North Atlantic bloc. Mr, Symington, former Adminis-
trator of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, has
said that out of every dollar of tax, 60 cents go to the
Pentagon, that is to say, are used for military purposes,

84. In these countries, there is a growth of unemploy-
ment which cannot be concealed even by the official
economic reports and reviews, as is apparent, for ex-
ample, from the Mid-Year 1952 Economic Review
%repared by the Council of Economic Advisers to the

resident of the United States. This review discloses
the continuous growth in the capitalist countries of
armies of unemployed and semi-unemployed, an in-
crease which is to some extent reduced by the fact
that people are being transferred to war industries, to
production for purposes of war.,

85. The economic and financial situation in the west-
tern European countries is deteriorating, The deficit
in the balance of payments of these countries is grow-
ing alarmingly. In the United Kingdom, for example,
the reserves of currency at the end of the first half of
1952 had gone down to less than half of what they

. were the year before, :

86. It-is therefcre no coincidence that Mr, Draper,
the United States representative in the Council of the
North Atlantic bloc, notes in his report that Western
Europe is concerned at the financial and payments
situation, particularly the dollar shortage, which results
from the excess of American exports over imports
and which places the countries of western Europe in
a difficult situation, “There is real danger”, the report
says, “‘of a deep and perhaps disastrous fissure between
the economies of Europe and America”.

'87. In this connexion it should be observed that the

well-known Marshall plan played a considerable part
in dislocating the economies of the Western European
countries, It has now been replaced by plans in which
the aggressive character of United States polic%r ap-
pears still more clearly, such as the United States
mutual security programme, the Schumann plan and
the Pleven plan. The same thing must also be said
about so-called American economic assistance under
Point Four of the Truman programme, All these plans
and measures are calculated to make the economies of
the Western European countries and other countries
subservient to the military and strategic plans of the
aggressive North Atlantic bloc; as was demonstrated
long ago, they are directed against the Soviet Union,
the People’s Republic of China and the European
peoples’ democracies. When dictating their will to these
countries, the ruling .circles of the United States at-
tempt to cover up these plans by stressing the so-called .
preblem of strengthening defence in the so-called free
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countries against the Soviet Union, which is alleged
to be planning an attack on the United States, the
United Kingdom, France and the cther States which
are members of that bloc.

88. But this so-called assistance places even such eco-
nomically developed countries as the United Kingdom
and France in a difficult position. In his message to
Congress of 9 January 1952, Mr. Truman wag com-
pelled to admit that the so-called “defense build-up”
in the “free” countries (by “free” countries is meant
principally all countries which are members of the
North Atlantic bloc) had created severe economic prob-
lems”, Those are the words of Mr, Truman, President
of the United States. To quote Mr. Truman again, this
“build-up” “has increased inflation in Eurcpe and has
endangered the continued recovery of our allies”. These
words, I think, are not without significance,

89, In such circumstances, what can be said of the
situation in the under-developed countries, which liter-
ally writhe under this “assistance” under the Truman
programme, and which are subjected to open looting
and the most shameless exploitation on the part of the
United States and other colonial Powers, countries
where the United States is carrying out the task of
so-called guidance, placed upon it, according to Mr,
Truman, by Providence itself?

90. The aggressive foreign policy of the ruling circles
of the United States is reflected in the conduct within
the United Nations of the representatives of the United
States, the United Kingdom, France and certain other
States which belong to the North Atlantic bloc.

91, To turn to the work of the Disarmament Com-
mission, organized at'the sixth session of the General
Assembly [resolution 502 (VI)], there can be no doubt
that the majority of the members of that Commission,
headed by the United States, have directed all their ef-
forts to preventing any real disarmament and any reduc-
tion of armaments, and to preventing the prohibition of
atomic weapons, and instead have done all they can to
legalize the further growth of armaments and give the
United States the opportunity to continue accumulating
stock piles of atomic bombs. It is indeed impossible to
take seriously, as measures for the reduction of arma-
ments and the prohibition of atomic weapons, the pro-
posals of this Anglo-American group for what they
call a progressive disclosure and verification of arma-
ments and armed forces in the famous five stages;
these proposals are obviously calculated to delay the
adoption of any decisions which might be even to the
smallest degree effective, and truly designed to bring
about a reduction of armaments and the prohibition
of atomic weapons. Nor is it possible to take seriously

. the proposal of the United States, the United Kingdom
and France, that numerical limits should be set on
the armed forces of the various States, without any-
thing being done to establish the relations between the
air, naval and land forces; for the determination of
such relations is an important element in any plan which
is really calculated to bring about a reduction of arma-
ments. .

92. We shall have occasion to revert to the work of
the Disarmament Comniission later, when the report of
the Commission is congidered. For the time being we

shall say no more, It may also be recalled that the so-

called Disarmament Commission has completely evaded

~ support the United States in the

the outstandingly important question of the prohibition
of atomic weapons., The Commission refused also to
consider the proposal of the Soviet Union delegation
that States which had not acceded to or ratified the
Geneva Protocol, forbidding the use of bacterial weap-
ons should be called upon to do so.

93. Speaking of the work of the Disarmament Com-
mission, Mr. Acheson said: “We will not commit ag-
gression with atomic. bombs or any other kinds of
bombs, We will not commit aggression with chemical
weapons or bacterial weapons . . . ' [380th meeting].

94, If the United States is really prepared to refrain
from the use of atomic bombs or any other kinds of

: bombsé%vhy does it persist year after year in rejecting

the USSR groposals for the immediate and uncondi~
tional prohibition of atomic weapons? Why does it
refuse even to make a statement on this subject? If the
United States is really prepared to refrain from the
use of chemical or bacterial weapons, why does Mr.
Acheson systematically and stubbornly refuse to ratify
the Geneva Protocol of 1925 on the prohibition of the
use of bacterial weapons? It would appear that the
United States is the only country in the world of any
importance which has not ratified this 1925 Protocol
on the prohibition of the use of bacterial weapons,
How is it possible to believe statements that the United
States will not resort to aggression with atomic bombs
or with chemical weapons or bacterial weapons, as
stated by Mr. Acheson the day before yesterday, when
at the same time it rejects proposals for the uncondi-
tional prohibition of atomic weapons and stubbornly
refuses to ratify the Protocol on the prohibition of the
use of bacterial weapons? If the United States is really
prepared to agree to a substantial reduction of arma-
ments and armed forces, why does it systematically
reject proposals for the reduction of armaments, and
why does it instead, before the eyes of the whole world,
engage in frantic armaments production and feverishly
keep on building new military bases on foreign terri-
tories for use against the USgR, the People’s %{epu‘blic
of China and the European peoples’ democracies ?

95, Let us compare words and deeds. You now have
the opportunity to assess the significance and value of
these words in the light of actual facts, that is, of the
intensive militarization which the United States is
carrying out at home, while at the same time goading,
whipping and spurring on the nations which are gricnc%-'
ly to it in the same direction, )

96. Mr. Acheson affirmed that, in the Disarmament
Commission, the United States had “sought to outline
a comprehensive disarmament programme with a view
to reducing the possibility and the fear of war”, In
reality however, the whole work of the representatives
of the United States—with which Mr. Acheson must
be fairly well acquainted—as well as the work of the
representatives of a number of other governments which

Disarmament Com-
mission, was not only not directed towards the prepar-
ation of a “comprehensive disarmament programme”,
but was not even calculated to bring about a small real
reduction of armaments and armed forces. All the
Commission’s proposals amounted to nothing but the
already familiar listing of armaments, submitted, more-
over, in accordance with the famous system of stages.
The Commission merely indulged in insignificant con-
versations on the establishment of levels of armaments,
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which in the last resort were left to the discretion of
each individual country. Look at the records of the
Commission and you will realize that there is not 4
sifigle incorrect word ih this appraisal.

97. That is how the matter stands with the work of

the Disarmament Commission, Clearly the United
States, and also the United Kingdom, France and a
nitimber of other countries which dre members of the
Disaimament Commission; dre not interested in really
effective wotk by the Comitfiissibn, or in a real reduc-
tion of armametts or the proliibition of atomic weapons.

- 98. As for the Work of tHe Sécurity Council dand the
Economic and Social Couticil, it is impossible not to
observe that the whole of that work has been alohg the
liries of the aggressive fdreign policy of the United
States. Taking advantage of the governments which
dre obedient to it; which aré members of the North
Aflantic bloc ot which stipfort that blac, the United
States has 4t pi'ecéa‘irig’ §essions cdtried thHrough the
United Nations 4 wholé Series of detisions which ob-
viously violate the prificiples of the Charter of theé
United Nations while at the siiiie time weakenin} the
Utiited Nations and plagitig it ifi & bsolt
dépendence on Utited State$ policy. Such are the de-
cisions relating to the so-cdlled “Uniting for peace”
[résotution 377 (V)],.the drgadization of the so-called
Cdllective Measitres Coirlmittee [résolution 377 (V)],
dnd the sHamefdl décisiohs décliring the People’s Re-
public of Chiiid td be an 4dg§'ii'éé§§i"a and approving the
United Stdtes intérvention in Korea. All this proves
that thé Arnglo-Asferican bloc has no régard for the
CHatter alid ddes nbt tonsider itself botind by the
obligations irpdséd By the Charter, |
99, The United States seeks to make use of the Uni-
ted Nations for its own aggressive purposes; therefore,
like the ruling circles of a4 number of other countries
which support it, it i$ attempting to prevent a genuine
representative of the great Chinese people from taking
part in, the wark of the United, Nations. This line of
action flagrantly violates the principles of the United
Nations, and no government can subscribe to it if it
regards thé United Nations as ati organization for
intertiational co-operation, which, it should %e ﬁ the

. Chhrter is propetly respected and observed. The Peo-
ple’s Republic of Chiha shotild have its representative
in the United Nations if the United Nations has any
tegard for its harhe and authority.

100. In their plan for the preparation of a new world
waty the.rqliggi, circles of the United States, supported
by the Unite

organization of subversive activities, espionage and
terrorism against the Soviet Union, the People’s Re-
public of China and the European peoples’ democracies.
"As a result of support by a number of countries which
are Members of the Uniteid Nations, the United States
laws of 10 October 1951 and 20 June 1952 od the
organization of these criminal actjvities still remain in
force. Such a situation is intolerable. :

101. At thil§ beddifti, thé Soviet Utlion Goverliretit
Wil try to ersuré thdt thé United Natibrs, which tdn
bé 4 meaHs of stfén’ﬁfhéﬁiﬁg gaceé and ifit€inatiotial
co-operdtion, 4dupts, 6Hl thi§ idttet a position in dccord-
atice Wwith iff pr n&iplég; urposéd and fuhcetions; this
meis tHit the Utited I\?ﬁ‘d M8 miust seek to prevent

position of absoluté

Kingdom and France; place considerable
—ithough, it can be said in advance, vain—hopes on the

the realization of plans for underniining peacé 4td

ificreasing the threat of a new world wat.

102, The Soviet Union attaches great importance. to
the United Nations and its par* in the ,stru%gle for
ppeace and international security. ‘tie USSR delegation
18 well aware of the difficulties with whicH it has and
will have to contend in this struggle, in its defence, in
the United Wations, of the cause of peace, itl its dttedipt
to ensure the cessation of hostilities where they are
niow taking pldce, in its attempt to secure the adoption
of proposals designed to avert &4 new world war, to
?rese‘rve peace and to put ah eid to the fighting where
t is going on. At this session, the delegation of the
Soviet Union will not hesitate before any difficulties
to achieve the most effective and successful results in

" the struggle to dvett the threat of another world war

and to stréngthen peace,

103, In 1949, dt the foutth session of the General
Assembly, the Soviet Union; in pursuit of its policy
for the strengthening of peace and co-operatioii among
41| fiatiohs desirous of such co-operation and taking
into consitleration the mobilization of the forces of
aggtession which, at that time, was becothing more
intensive, raised itd voice against the preparation of
arotHer world war and in defence of peace and the
security of the nations. The USSR delegation pto-
posed that the General Assembly should call upon all
States to settle their disputes and disagreements by
peaceful means, without resorting to force or the thieat
of force, and that they shoitld conclude among them-
selves a pact for the strefigthening of peace [A4/996].
In this proposal, the delegation of the Soviet Union
reflected the unswervitig will and resolve of the peoples
to avert the threat of 4 rew war and guarantee the
preservation of peace, a detérrhination which found
ekpressioti in the powerful popular movément in all
countries ih favour of peace and against the instigators
of war. Unlike the North Atlantic Treaty, which is not
an agreement based on the printiple of respect for the
sovereign equality of the parties, but was dictated by
the United States, the five-Power peace pact must be
an agreetiient based on the principle of equality in the
telations among the parties, an agreement which genu-
inely pursues the aim of stretigthening peace and of
cotbatting aggression il whatever guise it may threaten
the peace-loving peoples. The five-Power pact must
gifarantee a genuinely peaceful policy on the part of
these Powers, in contrast to the North A Atlantic
Tteaty, which i$ imdermined by fundathental interndl
contridictions and is based upon an erroneous premise
—the negation of the sovereignty of States; its very
basis is therefore unsound.

104 The Soviet Union contiritled its carhpaign for 2

peace pact at the fifth and sixth sessions of thé Geti-
eral Assembly. The conclusion of a five-Powet peace
pact is even more ithportant at the present time, when
the North Aflantic bloc has intensified its activities ir
prepatatioti for a néw World war. The conclusion of
such a pact canilot fail to upset the War-like plang of

the apgressive circles of the United Stated, the United

Kingdom and certain other countries, and must fieces-
darily arrest all attempts to launch anothér world war,
105, The lessong of the War in Kored hnnot ahd
thust 1ot pas$ rhHeeded. The {ak in Korés Has sHown
the losses thé péoples will sustdin—ard the Anierichn
péople will be no exception—if the United States
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war-mongers launch a world war in their own pre-
datory interests,

106. At the present session also, the USSR Goy-
ernment considers it its duty to do all it can to per-
suade the General Assembly to appeal to the five
great Powers to conclude a peace pact, which would

_correspond to the vital interests of all peoples.

107, The USSR delegation will give every possible
support to the proposals for the conclusion of a peace
pact submitted by the Polish delegation at this ses-
sion, for the reduction of the armed forces of the
great powers by one-third, for the elimination of the
threat of war and the strengthening of peace,

108, The Soviet Union has given concrete evidence
of its desire for peace, of its willingness for a peace-
ful settlement of important questions of international

relations which are still outstanding, But let no one

abuse the Soviet people’s desire for peace. Let no
one neglect the lessons of history—of the history of
Russia and the history of the Soyiet State, which on
more than one occasion has emerged victorious from
the tribulations of a war forced upon it by aggressors.

109. I am conciuding, Mr. President, but before
doing so, I should like to say a few words about the
statement made by the Swedish Foreign Minister,
Mr. Unden [379th meeting], concerning the violation
by a Swedish Catalina military aircraft of the Soviet
frontier, a matter which has already been exhausted
by an exchange of notes between the Swedish and
gSSR Governments,

110. In his statement, Mr. Unden dealt with a whole
string of problems—the problem of the high seas, of
territorial waters, frontier belts, international zones and
arbitration. As regards the question of the Swedish
aircraft, the published' USSR notes indicate that on
16 June 1952, Soviet aircraft gave chase to a Swedish
Catalina military aircraft which had viclated our fron-
tiers, The published notes state that ‘it is the sacred
duty of every State to protect its frontiers. It also
goes without saying that the responsibility for viola-
tions of the frontiers of another State must always
rest and dpoes rest with those who perpetrate such
vialations. |

111, As we know, the foreign policy of every State
is an extension of its domestic policy. From the very
first days of the formation of the Soviet State, the
USSR Government has waged an unremitting struggle
for peace, for the development of friendly. relations
with other States on the basis of respect for the prin-
ciples of equal rights and independence and has de-
fended the interests of the Soviet people, which are
identical with the fundamental interests of the peoples
of all other countries, In so doing, the Government
of the Soviet Union has been and is at present guided
by the principles laid down by the head of the Gov-
ernment, I, V, Stalin, namely that “the basis of our
Government's policy, its foreign policy, is the concept
of Peace"’ and that the task of USSR foreign policy
is “the struggle for peace, the struggle against new
wars and the exposure of all measures being under-
taken with a view to the preparation of a new war”.

112, In accordance with these high principles, the
Government of the Soviet Union seeking to ensure
the maintenance of lasting peace, has often, over a

long period of time, taken the initiative in approachin
other States with proposals for the strengthening o
collective security, has invariably raised its voice against
aggression and in defence of peoples which have
fallen victim to the aggressive policy of imperialist
States, and of countries which are fighting for their
national independence.

113, During the Second World War, the Soviet
Union acted as one of the sponsors of the creation
of the United Nations, in the hope that this new
Organization would become genuinely international,
that it would. profit by the mistakes of the League
of Nations to become a pledge of lasting peace, and
that it would succeed in averting the threat of a new
world war and in protecting mankind against the
disasters of further carnage. ” ' '

114, In pursuance of its policy of peace, the USSR
has upheld the need for general disarmament or the
reduction of armaments. Throughout three decades,
from 1922 to the present day, it has put forward
proposals on those lines at international conferences
and has persistently sought to secure the adoption of
decisions which would ensure an effective reduction
of armaments and armed forces, the elimination ‘of
the threat of a new war and the preservation of peace.

115. The Soviet Union’s policy was and is based on
a recognition of the possibility of the co-existence of
the communist and capitalist systems and of co-opera-
tion between the Soviet Union and the capitalist coun-
tries and all other countries wanting such co-operation.

116. Throughout the almost thirty-five years of its
existence, the Soviet State has often demonstrated its

unwavering desire for the establishment and strength-.

ening of peaceful relations with the capitalist coun-
tries. .

117. As long ago as 1920, our great teacher and
leader, Vladimir Ilyich Lenin, described the foreign
policy of the Soviet States as follows: “We have waged
a struggle for peace with unsurpassed energy. Such
a struggle gives magnificent results . . .”. The struggle
for peace is the keynote of USSR foreign policy.

118. In 1934, our leader and teacher, the great Stalin,
made the following exhaustive definition of Soviet
Union policy: “Our foreign policy is clear, It is a
policy of preserving peace and strengthening trade
relations with all countries. The USSR does not pro-
pose to threaten, much less to attack anyone. We
stand for peace and defend the cause of peace, But
we do not fear threats and are ready to answer the
war-mongers blow for blow . . ."”.

119. The Soviet Union has remained and will remain
unswervingly loyal to these noble principles of its
peaceful foreign policy. I would remind you that in
April 1952, in reply to the direct question: “On what
basis is the co-existence of capitalism and communism
possible ?”, which was put to him by a group_ef Amei-
ican journalists, the Prime Minister of the USSR,
I. V. Stalin, gave the following answer ; “The peacef i
co-existence of capitalism and communism js perfectly
possible provided that there is a mutual desire to go-
operate and a readiness to carry opf the obligations
assymed, and provided that the principles of e%tylity

and of non-intgrvention in the internal domestic affairs
of other States a,vué}a?'obserw:;id"’.Jsl o |
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120. The Soviet State’s struggle for peace has been
characterized by new methods, which differ essentially
from the methods of the countries of monopolistic
capitalism. The latter countries, with the United States
in the lead, and the United Kingdom and France
limping in the reaxr, bgse their foreign policy on the
idea of “deterrent force”, which Mr. Truman and
General Eisenhower, Mr. Acheson and Mr. Dulles
laud to the skies. The USSR is fighting for peace by
its own methods, which are based on the principle of
respect for the independence and sovereign equality of
States, mutual support and effective, disinterested, mu-
tual help in attaining further successes in strength-
ening new peaceful, democratic and socialist régimes,
In genuine and honest peaceful co-operation, in the
joint defence of the interests of their countries and
peoples, interests inseparable from those of all peace-
loving countries and peoples. The peaceful foreign
policy of the Soviet Union rests upon the peaceful
creative toil of the Soviet people, who are building
a new society. It is a logical consequence of the prin-
ciples upon which the socialist régime is based.

121. The policy of the USSR is a policy of peaceful
and creative lahour. This policy is governed by the
basic economic law of socialism, whose main features
and requirements were defined by Joseph Vissariono-
vich Stalin in the following terms: “To secure the
maximum satisfaction of the constantly growing ma-
terial and cultural requirements of society as a whole
through the uninterrupted development and perfecting
of socialist production on the basis of the most ad-
vanced technical methods”. '

122, The new five-year plan of development for the
Soviet Union has been drawn up in accordance with
this lJaw and constitutes an impressive programme of
peaceful, economic and cultural construction. It pro-
vides for a further powerful upsurge of the national
economy and ensures a further substantial rise in the
material well-being and culturai level of the Soviet
people, It is designed to promote the expansion and
consolidation of cconomic co-operation between the
Soviet Union and the people’s democracies: and to
tontribute to the development of economic relations
with all countries wishing to develop trade with the
USSR on a basis of equality and mutual advantage.
The fifth five-year plan provides new and exceptionally
cogent evidence of the peaceful aspirations and aims
of USSR foreign policy. It is a striking refutation
of the slanderous and trumped-up allegations to the
effect that the USSR is developing a war industry,
is engaged in an arms race and has some kind of
war-like designs. It envisages the peaceful develop-
ment of the Soviet Union economy and completely
corresponds to the Soviet people’s unanimous desire
to detend the cause of peace and thus to secure all
the conditions required for the fulfilment of the
gigantic tasks confronting them. :

123. The USSR delegation urgently appeals to the
General Assembly to support the peace proposals of
the Polish delegation. It is the General Assembly’s
duty to adopt these proposals, which are worthy of
a truly international organization, an organization which
corresponds to the vital interests of all peoples and
which is called upon to defend peace and interna-
tional security, to remove the impending threat of a
new world war and to avert the immense disasters

and sufferings which would be the peoples’ lot should
they again be drawn into the melstrom of such a war.

124, ‘Mr, OCAMPOS (Paraguay) (tramslated from
Spanish) ; It is hardly possible to take part in this
opening debate of the seventh session of the General
Assembly without referring first of all to the armed
conflict which has engaged the attention of the whole
world since 25 June 1950, Since that sad and fateful
day, there have been two sessions of the (zeneral As-
sembly of the Organization which was credted at San
Francisco, and the third one is now beginning. But
the conflict still goes on, claiming thousandj of victims,
destroying homes and engulfing vast material wealth,
It was thought that the good sense of the Powers which
fought the war against the Axis would suffice to create
a world with more security and less fear. But Korea
in flames belies this hope and mankind is more than ever
a prey to fear, '

125. We must not allow the routine of these interna-
tional assemblies, with their inevitable ceremony and
their still more inevitable flood of speeches, to banish
or weaken our understanding of the real meaning of
this tragedy. The war in Korea goes on. We must re-
turn again and again to this simple and terrible fact
and ponder its challenge to the conscience of our civili-
zation and to the principles set forth in the Charter.

126. The United Nations did its best to meet its
responsibilities in this emergency, The aggression was
recognized and condemned by the competent organs
of the United Nations and, although the concurrence of
one of the permanent members of the Security Council
was lacking throughout, the machinery for collective

action was put into operation to repel the attack and to

re-establish peace and security in the troubled area.
An overwhelming majority of nations, both great and
small, gave both moral and material assistance, as far
as they were able within the limits of their capacities,
their means and their resources, to the action under-
taken by the Sectrity Council. It is true that it has not

“been possible to achieve our purposes fully, but there

have been definite results of practical value and of
supreme moral value. In the first place, the United
Nations has almost unanimously condemned the aggres-
sion ; secondly, a great many of its Members are giving
effective material assistance; thirdly, the system of
collective security has been put to the test for the first
time and the world now knows what action to take in
similar cases, N

127. 'When the permanent representative of the USSR
made his statement of 23 June 1951 in New York,
millions: of people believed that peace was in sight in
Korea and that an armistice would be possible. Never-
theless, the negotiations at Panmunjon have gone on
for more than a year and there has been no end to the
conflict, For several months, now, the question of the
exchange of prisoners of war has been the root cause
of an apparently insuperable deadlock. Yet the delega-
tion of Paraguay still believes that it is possible to find
a compromise formula which will take into account the
legal, human and moral aspects of the problem. As
regards the second aspect, Paraguay recognizes the
justice of the principle that the wishes of prisoners who
do not want to be repatriated should be respected, for
that principle is based on natural law. The world is
entitled to hope that, by the acceptance of this principle,




the final obstacle will be removed and that we shall be
able to achieve an honourable armistice; the United
Nations has already made as many concessions as it
can to that end without abandoning its principles. The
end of the Korean war would lead to a rapid relaxation
‘of international tension and to the creation of an atma ™
phere far more favourable to progress and the solution
of the most important problems affecting world peace
than that prevailing at present,

128, The Collective Measures Committee, which was
set up by the Assembly at its fifth session under the
“Uniting for peace” resolution [377 (V)], is to submit
its second report to us at this seventh session.

129. This resolution resulted from the fear that the
veto might be used in a case of aggression, and from
the lack of unanimity among the permanent members of
the Security Council regarding the negotiation of the
.'special agreements referred to in ArticlL 43 of the
Charter, Accordingly, the resolution extended the
powers of the General Assembly in the event—and only
in the event—that the Security Council should find
itself prevented by the use.of the veto from exercising
its “primary responsibllity” under Article 24. Naturally
it is to be hoped that these two circumstances will
change, that, in the first place, there will be a decrease
in the danger of the use of the veto in connexion with
an act of aggression, and, secondly, that there will be
at least a minimum agreement among the permanent
members of the Security Council to enable them to
negotiate the agreements designed to implement, under
the Council’s auspices, the system of collective security
provided for in the Charter, Until these two require-
ments are met—and the delegation of Paraguay is con-
vinced that the United Ntions should work towards
that end—the General Assembly is entitled to consider
that the Security Council’s “primary responsibility” is
not its exclusive responsibility, and consequently does
- not relieve the Assembly of the obligation to fill the gap
which, if allowed to exist, might at any moment plunge
the world into international anarchy or war, It is in
the light of these considerations that the delegation of
Paraguay will examine the second report of the Col-
lective Measures Committee [A/2215].

130. Paraguay sincerely regrets the fact that the Dis-
armament Commission set up by a resolution [502
(VI)] of the General Assembly has not made any
progress in bringing the gap between the opposing
views on certain basic questions, which was already ap-
parent in previous years in the Commission for Con-
ventional Armaments and the Atomic Energy Com-
mission.

131. Rearmament imposes a heavy burden, not only
on the great Powers but on all the countries of the
world, for it produces instability in international trade
and finance, which has serious economic repercussions
everywhere. Consequently it is quite rightly a matter
of universal concern that the great Powers should
agree on the general outline of a balanced plan for dis-
armament. The delegation of Paraguay still considers
that the afore-mentioned resolution constitutes a fair
basis for the progress of discussion on these questions,
At the same time, there can be no doubt that the inter-
national tension, aggravated by the Korean war and
the long-drawn-out armistice negotiations, is the least
favourable atmosphere for a conciliation of the differ-
ing or opposing viewpoints expressed in the Disarma-
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ment Commission, The ending of the Korean war is
therefore essential if the Commission’s work is to suc-
ceed and the world is to be freed from the terrible
economic and moral consequences of the armaments

132. The problem of the admission to the Organiza~
tion of countries which have applied for membership
continues year after year to challenge the United Na-
tions. Paraguay regrets that the lack of basic agreement
among the great Powers on this subject has kept out of
the Organization countries with such high qualifications
for admission as Italy, a country which we take the
liberty of mentioning particularly because of its su-
premely important position in the community of peace-
loving and democratic nations of the world, We believe
that the United Nations should adhere closely to the
principle laid down in the Charter that all nations that
are peace-loving and presumed to be such are entitled
to be admitted as Members of the Organization, It
should be the policy of the United Nations, on the basis
of this very wise principle, to try to make its member-
ship as universal as possible, for that would increase the
possibilities of international co-operation and advance
the cause of peace, The opposite attitude would serve
only to foster resentment among the nations whose ad-
mission was unjustly delayed and would increase instead
of decreasing the causes of international friction.

133. Poverty, sickness and ignorance are at present:the
scourges of many countries and vast regions of the
globe, and nearly two-thirds of the human race suffer
the consequences of these evils. It may be said that
such conditions constitute a type of aggression withint
each country which is as dangerous as armed aggzes-
sion on the international level. In the countrics where
they prevail, they create an atmosphere of discontent,
social insecurity and political instability. In such an
atmosphere if is easy for extremes of scepticism and
despair to flourish. In a-world in which peoples are
becoming more and more interdependent, such a situa-
tion is in itself a threat to international peace and
security. |

134. The delegation of Paraguay fully agrees with
the view expressed by the Secretary-General, in the
introduction to his annual report that it is essential for
the “countries whose peoples enjoy high standards of
living .. . to join more fully in aiding the economic
development of the under-developed countries”. As.the
Secretary-General points out, and expanded internation-
al programme of this kind would not be “an act of
charity”, but on the contrary would constitute “a sound
investment in peace and stability and lead to a mutual- -
ly lcalen’efcial expansion of world productivity and world
trade”.

135. The delegation of Paraguay is convinced that
the intensification of the efforts which the United Na-
tions is making to provide technical assistance for the
under-developed countries and-4o give them better eco-
nomic opportunities is one of the most positive contri-
butions which the United Nations could make towards
peace and international co-operation. Consequently we

. believe that, in spite of the unfavourable conditions .

created by rearmament, the General Assembly should
go forward with, rather than interrupt, the activities
in respect of economic development and technical as-

*Ibid,, Scventh Session, Supplement No. 14, p, 4,



sistance which it initiated in previous years, The faith
of the peoples in the United Nations depends largely
upon an understanding of this necessity,

136. The delegation of Paraguay hopes and trusts that
the Assembly will take steps at this session which will
strengthen this faith and increase the prestige of the
Qrganization, L '

37. Mr. GUIZADO (Panama) (éranslated from
J%c:nish): Panama, its people and its Government,
which I have the honour to represent here, comes to
this seventh session with a message of brotherhood to
the governments and peoples which compose this Or-
ganization. My country onice again reaffirms its ever-
growing faith'in the fruitful efforts of the Assembly,
which will certainly help to strengthen universal peace.

138. Panama has followed with intense interest the
great work of the United Nations, We know that the
United Nations is working not only to banish the danger
of conflicts and the threat of war but—and this is
perhaps more important—that it is also adopting meas-
ures to help countries where health, education and the

- economy are backward, that it is leading: them to
security and prosperity. In this way the danger of war
is lessened and at the same time these countries are
helped. to make a constructive contribution to inter-
national harmony. :

139. We realize that wars result from actions which
are sometimes illogical and contrary to political factors
‘which are already stable; at a given moment, these ac-
tions come into conflict with motives which are incom-
patible with them, thus upsetting the balance on which

peace is based. One of the potential causes of disturb-

ances is the social conflict, for it affects a part of many
kind which is at a disadvantage as regards purchasing
power.

140. Panama, like the other countries of the American
continent, is an ardent believer in the work of the
United Nations in this important field. We in America
can never say too often how particularly sympathetic
we are to this aspect of the work of the United Nations.

We are young, copntries, often under-developed, with
requirements in the technical, particularly the econo-
mic, and also the social fields and we have very urgent
problems which must be solved if we are to abolish
anxiety, uncertainty and dangerous unrest,. . «

141, My country is also patticularly interested in the
problem of the admission of new Members. Various
methods have been considered at previous sessions of
the Assembly and important decisions have been reached
on this subject, but it seems that one point has not
been given sufficient attention, namely, that it is the
'United Nations more than anyone else which stands
to benefit by making it possible for all peoples and

overnments to become M%ombers of the Organization,

he United~Nations should always keep its doors wide
open to all countries which pursue the same ideals and
are prepared to uphold its principles. The real justifi-
cation for the existence of the United Nations is that
it should be an association of all the peoples and gov-
‘ernments of the world, confident that their closer
relationship and the mutual understanding of one an-
other’s problems will tend to dispel dangerous antagon-
isms and to establish a real atmosphere of harmony.
Panama is most anxious to co-operate in the solution
of these weighty problems.

142, My delegation has come to this session imbued
with the most ardent faith in the work which is to be
dorie. We are here united in the defence of a great
cause, in the struggie for a noble ideal, in the attempt
to keep aloft the greatest and the most sublime prin-
ciple of human relations, that of peace with freedom.
In these dramatic moments of history, we know that
our labours are not in vain. Therefore, in expressing
our good wishes for the success of this session of the
Assembly, we wish to emphasize that, in our opinion,
the effective and loyal co-operation of each Member in
the solutjin of the serious problems now before the
world ‘will be a most effective contribution towards
victory jn the struggle against aggression and the main-
tenancy of lasting peace.

The meeting -rose at 12.45 p.m.
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